City Council
Regular Meeting
Tuesday, April 18, 2006
7:00 P.M.

The regularly scheduled meeting of the Trinity CityCouncil was held on Tuesday, April 18 2006
at the Trinity Memorial United Methodist Church.

MEMBERS PRESENT: Mayor Frances Andrews, Council members Karen Bsd&éil Brown, Barbara Ewings,
Bob Labonte, Dwight Meredith, Edith Reddick, andeédiTalbert.

MEMBERS ABSENT: Barry Lambeth

OTHERS PRESENT: City Manager Ann Bailie; City Attorney, Bob Wilhgi€City Planning/Zoning Administrator,
Adam Stumb; City Clerk/FO, Debbie Hinson; City Emgger Randy McNeill; Members of the Press; and other
interested parties.

ITEM 1. CALL TO ORDER
Mayor Andrews called the April 18, 2006 Regular Kieg of the Trinity City Council to order at 7:00m

Pledge of Allegiance
Mayor Andrews led the Pledge of Allegiance.

Invocation
The invocation was given by Council member Reddick.

Welcome Guest and Visitors
Mayor Andrews welcomed and thanked all personsgténdance and for their interest in the City.

ITEM 2. REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF MINUTES
1. March 14, 2006 Pre-Agenda Meeting
2. March 21, 2006 Regular City Council Meeting

Mayor Andrews opened this item and advised Couneinbers that these minutes could be consideredrand
motion made for all minutes.

Motion by Council member Reddick to approve the Marl4, 2006 and March 21, 2006 Minutes as written,
seconded by Council member Bridges and approvednimausly by all Council members present.

Public Concerns and Commendations
Mayor Andrews opened the floor for Public Conceand Commendations.

Dean Spinks: Mr. Spinks discussed the City of Misioow it originated and what the Steering Comnaittéed to do
to get public input when formed in 1995. He disegssonversations with citizens about why to incoap®and what
they felt the vision of the city should be. Aftiscussion and thought we advised those that aslotir vision was
to be a green, and pleasant city with a littleobindustry, but would remain mostly residentiatiangood place to
raise your family. Mr. Spinks discussed the Zordrglinances, Watershed Ordinances and other itieans t
developed and put in to place as a result of tbosements by the Interim Council in an effort totéysour vision.
We did not think that we should build the most resuthat we could possibly get on our land or thaheeded to
develop as fast as we could when sewer becameblail Sewer was always our number one goal. Betlia we
wanted to preserve Trinity as the city it has alsvegen. Trinity is not like Cary and the new comities that some
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of you visited recently. Trinity is unique now ahds always has been. Our 200 year history irgddiat we have
always been a different kind of community. We iguiaed that difference the need to preserve tldrdnce for the
citizens of this community. He discussed the gtofattor that was discussed prior to and afterrpo@tion. Our
thoughts were approximately 25,000 to 30,000 aisz@ 30 to 35 years. Our population now is appnately 7,000.
He discussed the amount of undeveloped areas pépyoocated in the city that amounted to apprataty 11,000+
acres. Less than ¥ is developed at this time.t fleans we have approximately 6,000 acres thatdeveloped.

Mr. Spinks concluded his comments by reiteratireg\ision of Trinity which was one of green spaqésasant place
to live, and a great place to raise your children.

Opening Comments from Members of Council
None

Proclamations
ITEM 3. Municipal Clerks Week (April 30 — May 6, 2006)
After Mayor Andrews opened this item, Manager Baikad the Proclamation for Clerks Week in honallo€lerks
for the week of April 30, 2006 through May 06, 2006

Reports/Funding Request

ITEM 4. Report and funding request for Piedmont Triad Partnership (Don Kirkman, President

& CEO)
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned the disiom over to Manager Bailie who introduced Mr. DXirkman,
President and CEO for the Piedmont Triad Partnershi

Mr. Kirkman defined the Regional Economic Developtn®rganization as one that marketed the 12 county
Piedmont Triad Regions to attract jobs and investrirethe Piedmont Triad. This organization is0d £3 non-
profit charitable organization whose goals areydd improve the prosperity of our region and likies of the people
who live here.

Mr. Kirkman advised Council the Piedmont Triad Regwas recently selected by the United States Depat of
Labor as one of 13 regions across the county &ive@ very substantial federal grant to creatateonal
demonstration project for an integrated economieiigment, workforce development education and
entrepreneurship initiative. This is an opportynit elevate the Piedmont Triad Region among ttiema elite in
developing a progressive program of work that irdegs education and workforce development intoegonomic
development strategy.

There was discussion from Council concerning art®given to this organization last year. Aftesalission,
Council member Talbert made a motion to contribi#800.00 to this organization, seconded by Councdmber
Ewings and approved unanimously by all Council meenb present.

ITEM 5. Wastewater Projects Update (Randy McNeill, Davis-Mein-Powell & Assoc.)
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned discussier to Mr. McNeill who reviewed the monthly pregs and
schedule report with Council members.

Public Hearings*

ITEM 6. Special Use RequesttSPU06-01, for a fire station (Fair Grove) at Welbm Rd. further
identified as Randolph County tax parcel 679750E88. Property is owned by Fair Grove Fire
Department.

Mayor Andrews opened this item and instructed persaishing to speak for or against this item berswo by the
clerk prior to speaking.

After being sworn, Mr. Stumb advised Council thigaaa request of the Fair Grove Fire Departmenbhstcuct a
Fire Station near Welborn and Shadydale Acres RoBlde right of way that runs along the fire stat®oproperty

will be utilized for an entrance into their fireatibn. Mr. Stumb advised Council the majority lo€ fproperty north of
Welborn Road was undeveloped, south, east andpr@serties are residentially developed. Mr. Stusmbewed the
Site Design Requirements stated in our Ordinanca foe station and advised Council that the gits presented
met the requirements. Mr. Stumb advised Counail #im additional condition had been discussed bdth Fair
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Grove and Guil-Rand Fire departments. Becausedfdtiese stations are located in residential aneabave asked
that they include some lower intensity lighting ataw that the lighting would not be shining oncaipg property
owners. Mr. Stumb advised Council that it wasapplicant’s responsibility to meet the Site DedrRgguirements as
well as the 4 findings of fact as listed in theoimhation provided in their packet.

Speaking for the proposal

Randy Hoosier. Mr. Hoosier advised Council that Chief Rudisilbuid not be able to attend the meeting tonight and
asked me to read a statement. The statement ségttlse need for fire protection in the Trinityarkie to the

growing population along Finch Farm Road and NChidigy 62. Also discussed was the 3 year searchetha to

this property being chosen as the site for the Gadve Station because it best suits the fire deyant’'s needs as

well as those of the citizens of Trinity. Thiseswill allow easy access to Finch Farm Road, Ita¢es35, and NC
Highway 62. Our response time will be cut in tsatfce 54% of our calls come from this area. Thappsed station
will be pleasing to the neighborhood and will béfered to promote peacefulness.

Ronnie Sink: Mr. Sink advised Council the design of the statmwk into consideration the specifics for thiseyqf
service. Mr. Sink discussed the plan and itemsvahan plans. He advised Council the conditiontfier proposed
low intensity lighting directed away from residexitareas had been incorporated into the conditions.

Speaking against the request: None

Staff Recommendation:Staff feels that Fair Grove Fire Department arartbite plan have met the full requirements
of the Ordinance and the specifics of the Site Peflequirements. Staff and the Planning/Zoning 8oacommend
approval based on the findings of fact.

Motion by Council member Talbert to approve the Z2og Request, seconded by Council member Bridges and
approved unanimously by all Council members present

ITEM 6A. Special Intensity Allocation request (no public hearing)
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned the disiom over to Mr. Stumb for review.

Mr. Stumb discussed the 24% built upon area limoitabn all development within the City of Trinityd to the city’s
location in the Lake Reese Watershed. The sthtesakities and counties the option to allow upO&rbuilt upon
area. The Fair Grove Fire Department is requestmtp 35% or 15,000 square feet to build theiilifgoon Welborn
Road. Mr. Stumb advised Council members thaSiecial Intensity Allocation Request has a 2 ywae limit for
use from the date of approval.

Motion to approve the Special Intensity AllocatidRequest by Council member Talbert seconded by Cdunc
member Bridges and approved unanimously.

ITEM 7. Special Use RequestSPU06-02, for a fire station (Guil-Rand) at Welbon Rd further
identified as Randolph County tax parcel 770710®4. The property is owned by Randolph
County.

Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned the dision over to Mr. Stumb.

Mr. Stumb advised Council this was the same recagfiem 6 except for a different station (Guil-Bdtire
Department) for property located next to Hopeweth@l. Mr. Stumb discussed design for approvathier station
advising Council that there will be a similar dnvey to allow easy entrance and exit. Guil-Ranidtisrested in
incorporating a helicopter pad at this site infiltere that would be strictly for emergency purmosech as accidents.
However, the helicopter pad is not part of thisuesy. The same site requirements apply for baghdpartments for
parking and buffering and the same concerns agigmsing for the Guil-Rand Station to keep liglgiaway from
residential properties. The same standards applytee Site Plan meets the Ordinance and followd #nd Use
Plan.

Speaking for the request:

Brian Cox, Guil-Rand Fire Department: Mr. Cox advised Council that he was seeking appdrova fire station
located at 6258 Welborn Road that was designedeipgation for the future growth of Trinity. Weusaworked
with Darr Construction and Robin’s Architecture have made sure that all regulations and standatdersh by the
City have been met. This fire station will beladick. It is designed with 5 bedrooms and couldd®oup to 15
personnel if needed at any given time. The bag erdesigned to hold 6 pieces of apparatus. Mx. &lvised
Council this station was needed to reduce respimsewithin our fire district, will help the citizes maintain the
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same insurance rating they are accustomed to, @efuily will help Guil-Rand to receive a lower imance grade
within the Trinity City Limits. This will help th&City to attract more businesses that will genenatee revenue for
the City.

The location of the Fire Station fits into the Deap@ent of Insurance suggestion for where this atatieeds to be
located. By building this new fire station we hdeen able to work out an agreement with the County
Commissioners to house and ambulance 24 hoursage7dlays per week. This will also be a greathefor the
residents.

John Cable: Mr. Cable discussed the work that had taken placeis project and the increased security thabihe
bring to the area by having patrol officers andridhéeputy’s located on site. The building will gath the décor and
will be aesthetically pleasing. This will be ot &ation. We have already purchased dustation due to growth in
Archdale. Mr. Cable asked that Council approve thguest tonight so that the project could getesta

Speaking against: None

Staff Recommendation:Staff feels that Guil-Rand meets Site Specific neuents for a fire station and the 4
requirements of the Standards of Approval. Thamfay/Zoning Board and staff recommend approvahisf
request.

Motion to approve the request by Council member Rield seconded by Council member Ewings and approved
unanimously by all Council members present.

ITEM 7-A Special Intensity Allocation request (no public hearing)
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned the dision over to Mr. Stumb for review.

As discussed earlier when development exceeds 24i%apon area the applicants must make requestdditional
allocation for their development. Guil-Rand haguested up to 58% or 50,000 square feet for thieperty. Mr.
Stumb advised Council members that the Speciahsitie Allocation Request has a 2 year time limitdse from the
date of approval.

Staff Recommendation:Staff and Planning Board recommend approval oSjhecial Intensity Allocation.

Motion to approve the request for Special Intensijfocation by Council member Talbert, seconded ®guncil
member Brown, and approved unanimously by all Coiimaembers present

ITEM 8. Amendments to the Zoning, Watershed and Suthivision Ordinances to increase the density of
the Residential Mixed Zoning District, to allow e high density option for development in the
watershed, to increase the required open spacetime Residential Mixed zoning district and to
require sidewalks in new subdivisions zoned R-1&hd Residential Mixed and in commercial
development zoned HC (Highway Commercial) and CE&ommunity Shopping).

Mayor Andrews opened this item and asked Mr. Sttoritrief Council members on this item.

Mr. Stumb advised Council these Text Amendment gharincludes changes to the Zoning Ordinance, Sisiah
Ordinance and the Watershed Ordinance. Mr. Stuhalsa@d Council that some amendments were a parspecific
rezoning request, but needed to be consideredatepabecause if approved, the changes would agfyiwide in
the RM Zoning District. This means if approvedyame seeking to rezone a property to RM in thertutuill have
these changes applied to their property.

The RM (Residential Mixed) Zoning District includssigle family, apartments, condominiums, townhoraasl
other public uses such as schools, and fire sttion
The changes for this zoning are as follows:

1. To allow 3 single family units per acre in the RMring District. This is a change from the curr2ninits
per acre or minimum lot size of 20,000 SF.

2. Trinity has an R-12 Zoning District that is veryndliar to the density proposed RM Zoning Distrién
Open Space Requirement of 1/60 of an acre peraureguired with R-12 Zoning. When consideringthi
request the Planning/Zoning Board felt becausb@tmilarity between the proposed RM District amel
R-12 District, that the open space requirement©83 acre per unit should be changed to 1/60 afcae per
unit equal to that of the R-12 Zoning District.



3. The next change reviewed was to allow sidewallkalliresidential developments. The Planning/Zoning
Board recommends that sidewalks be allowed inealetbpments. However, once a certain density is
reached (3 units per acre) the Board recommendsithewalks be required on both sides of the streat
subdivision. Again this would include the R-12 dhd proposed RM Zoning District. They also felvas
crucial to have sidewalks along major Thoroughfamgdighway Commercial Districts and Community
Shopping Districts.

4. The 24% rule currently in the Watershed Ordinameeains the same. The proposed change to the
Watershed Ordinance will allow a High Density Optfor development. It allows any development to
exceed the 24% rule. However, to meet the reqe@resor this type of development the developertmus
meet extra requirements that address stormwateffruihe biggest requirement in residential depetent
will be storm drainage ponds as a part of that kbgveent. The developer must control the first (hjeinch
of runoff in their development which will requir@pds. This is very similar to the requirementg the
City will encounter with the Phase 2 Stormwatemisgments. The High Density Option allows up t8460
built upon area but is not a guaranteed optione Hilgh Density Option is not a part of the originedjuest
for rezoning. At the time the developer submig@iminary plat they must also make the requestte
High Density Option and illustrate how they plarctmtrol the stormwater runoff on the plat. The
Planning/Zoning Board will consider the requesttfe High Density Option during the approval prectes
the plat prior to being submitted to Council fordi review.

There was a brief discussion between Mr. StumbGouhcil members concerning the 25% limit on Mubtirkily
development. Mr. Stumb advised Council memberstti@proposed RM District does allow up to 25%tef
project area for Multi-Family Development and cacdlude apartments, condominiums, and townhomesawith
Special Use Permit. The 25% Rule will insure todevelopment that includes Multi-Family can hag&cXor that
purpose. There was also discussion concerningigfiredensity option that allows up to 50% impend@urface
areas and how it affects the Watershed as welleaaded for retention ponds for all developmenthisftype. Mr.
Stumb advised members that this could apply tdealelopment upon approval by the Planning BoardGityd
Council.

Speaking In Favor of the Text Amendments:

Todd White- 6999 Winners Circle:Mr. White advised Council that he owned a developincempany that does site
work for developers across the state. He discutsesection of the Text Amendments concernindiigh Density
Option and 3 units per acre in comparison to a ldgweent that he was currently involved in at Gréene that
allowed 6 lots per acre. He discussed the projadtse past that he had been involved with tHatad 3 units per
acre with open space and it was his opinion thatt{ipe of development turned out to be a nice lbgweent and
appealing for the city. It was his opinion thatribney was going to be spent to install sewer eie city some
development should be encouraged as well. Mr. \higcussed the sidewalk issues addressed in thedmnents
and felt that sidewalks on one (1) side of the nwad sufficient and to require sidewalks on botlesiof the road was
only increasing the impervious surface areas. White stated that he would be in favor of this tgfeoning inside
the City.

Mel Brooks, 3958 Woodcrest Street:Ms. Brooks discussed the recent move of her neightoom her area to
Breckenridge located in Thomasville that was dgwetbusing the high density options and how ageepl@yfactor in
the care of larger lots and the fact that the @itlyneed some high density development. She asossed her
appointment on the Land Use Committee and thetifiisccommittee has proposed some areas for thehdagnsity
development option. She discussed the origindltgdaave rural areas and agreed that some areafldbe left
inside the city for this purpose but not throughtht city. It was her opinion that if the high dép option was not
allowed in some areas of the city the burden ofttsts of the sewer project would be passed dnetexisting
residents through increased taxes. The only dbjetihat Ms. Brooks discussed against the RM Zoligjrict was
the sidewalk requirements. She did not believegitiewalks were needed on both sides of the dhexztuse of the
speed limits that were set in a subdivision as a&lihe increase of impervious surface area ahthélif required
they should only be required on one (1) side.

Gary Loflin, 7229 Bridlewood Dr: Mr. Loflin advised Council that he did ask for aditkential Mixed Use District.
He advised Council that he had stated in his canditthat only townhomes and condominiums wouldti# and no
apartments would be in his development even tholugy were allowed in this Zoning District. Mr. liof stated that
he had no problems with an increase of open spaee dle discussed his reason for the desire fihvehidensity and
the stipulation that he install lakes and retenponds. He advised Council that he envisioned 2fi#he area being
impervious surface with the townhomes. He alsouwtised how water was considered an imperviouscauga well.
He advised Council that it was never his visiodéwoelop at 3.6 units per acre. The units per elcamge were
requested for flexibility only.



Speaking Against the Text Amendments:

Marcia Riddick 7125 Turnpike Road: Ms. Reddick advised Council that she supportedidhewalk text
amendments but was opposed to the change in déesiuse of the affect it would have on the fultiston of
Trinity as well as personal reasons related tdbkett Farm Rezoning that she would address latds. Riddick
was opposed to development of 3 units per acregliemshe would support development of 2 houseagrer  Ms.
Riddick said that the proposed open space requitew&s not enough if the City wanted to keep th&dfi of

Trinity more rural.

Terry Riddick, 4194 Oak Haven Drive: Mr. Riddick discussed his feelings concerning aflocirthat would exist in
the Watershed Ordinance if the Text AmendmentsifeiProposed RM Zoning were passed that allowetit3 per
acre. He referenced Article 300 Section 302 papy(a) of the existing Ordinance as well as ArtR0® Section
302, (3-a). He asked Council to consider his qoestconcerning the conflict of the language ineRisting
Ordinance in comparison to the proposed Text Amardsiand asked Council to table this item untihstime the
conflict he felt existed could be resolved.

Timothy Scott Riddick, 241 Council Ridge Dr, Winstan Salem: Mr. Riddick advised Council that he was a
property owner in Trinity that adjoined the Colledrm Project. Mr. Riddick discussed the tradgitimat exist in the
City of Trinity such as barbershops and a placefdifriends to meet, the home of the Trinity Boll$, and the birth
place of Duke University. He discussed his feaingncerning how this development would damagetéa citing
damage to the river head waters as well as th&s@®l the watershed due to a drastic reductipeivious land to
absorb water. He also discussed the increasdit ti@fid the smog and peak hours of congestiorvtbatd result. It
was his feelings that the crime rate, fire riskr@ased solid waste disposable both yard and waste, maintenance
of streets, street lights, road right of way, aitidwalks would all contribute negatively to thersunding area and
the City. It was his feeling to make a drasticrdin density would bring these problems instamtlthe City who
currently did not have sufficient law enforcemenfice fighting capabilities to deal with the ine®e in potential risk
that came with higher density development. Whiteagh in Trinity is needed, the right growth patiosld be taken.
Norbert Smoot, Welborn Road; Mr. Smoot discussed his feeling on developmentguianit per acre as being
good , 2 units per acre was do able, but now wéoaténg a 3 units per acre. He discussed eartberversation
concerning the developments in Greensboro. Ithisfeelings that if the City approved these Tertehdments the
City of Trinity could be as the City of Greensbdnat questioned if that was what Trinity wanted.

Susan Roach, 1368 Colonial Clubrive: Ms. Roach discussed her feelings concerning theldpment with 3 units
per acre and felt this was too high. She discuseidmnpact this type of development would havehenschool
systems. She also asked if the EPA had been ¢edtaancerning the amount of solid surface thig typ
development would bring to the Watershed Areaval$ her feelings that development should be dottefesiver
units per acre and more open space dedication ém Space because of the Watershed.

Mark Ackerman 6235 Colonial Club Drive: Mr. Ackerman discussed his reasons for moving ¢oQHy of Trinity
and the fact that he moved here because of theVesipressed by an earlier administration. At tina¢ this city
wanted to be a legitimate bedroom community, k@ Greensboro or Winston Salem. We wanted torieea
country setting that allowed families to raise thdiildren and neighbors to become friends fomaylbme. We
wanted the safety that comes with a relatively pmpulation, but we wanted growth as well to help foa the
sewers and eventually the public services thatamifhe to the City. It was his feelings that tlyise of change was
not fair to the property owners prior to the inaargtion of the city, nor to the residents that nwbtaere that looked
around and understood what the zoning requirenveits for the property surrounding us.

Douglas Riddick, 7125 Turnpike:Mr. Riddick agreed with Mr. Ackerman and felt tl3atinits per acre was a drastic
change. He discussed the development standapdizce (1 unit per acre) through out most of the witen it
incorporated. He also discussed the Open SpacaiRewent of 1/68) per acre and his feelings that this was not
adequate. He discussed the environmental purpd$eses (clean air and absorb noise) and theliattwe were
adding traffic and smog and reducing the envirortalesilements (trees & grass) to absorb them. & ks opinion
that the city needed to have a purpose in orddetelop a Text Amendment for change.

Mark Riddick, 4194 Oak Haven Road: Mr. Riddick advised Council he was here as an ofesdyut did grow up in
Trinity and graduated from Trinity High School. lddvised Council that he was in the Navy and ctiyestationed
in Northfolk Virginia. He discussed his experiemafdiving in both Trinity and Virginia Beach whetee now
resided. He discussed how bad growth could coiyanonetarily as he had seen it cost Virginia @&ealt was his
opinion that growth was good but unplanned growith anmanaged growth led to bad things.

With no others speaking, Mayor Andrews called far $taff recommendation.

Staff Recommendation:

Increased Density, Open Space and 25% Limit for MBDevelopment

Mr. Stumb advised Council that both the Planningddg Board and Staff feel that the changes to &yper acre and
the change for the Open Space to 1/60it per acre does fall in line with what was apfad in the R12 Zoning
District and that the change to limit the Multi-Flymo 25% in the RM Zoning District is appropriate

Sidewalks
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Planning/Zoning Board and staff feel that with depenent at this increased density of 3 units pee aad for
commercial districts it is appropriate for sidevgaflr safety reasons and to allow persons a differ@de of
transportation other than vehicles.

Watershed

If the other changes are approved this changeneét to be made. With 3 units per acre the bpdiharea will be
close to or exceed 24%. The maximum in our cuNéatershed Ordinance is 24% and with the high detise
option would increase to 50%. The Zoning Distrigth dictate the density.

Staff recommends approval of these amendments. THanning/Zoning Board recommended approval of the
Text Amendments by a vote of 5 to 2 with one membebsent.

At this time Mayor Andrews closed the Public Hegrand turned this item over to Council for discassand or
action.

Council member Talbert stated that the City wasaalaling a new Zoning District. Trinity has R-12nfitg in place
and this will not be a new edition to Trinity’s Ziag Ordinances. It has already been passed amgast of the
Trinity Zoning Ordinances and allows 3 units pereac

Council member Bridges discussed her concernsmipalith the Watershed issues. The 50% high deogitipn
means that retention ponds can be formed anywimekevdl be used to control the runoff that will @l the
impervious surface that is desired in these devatoyis. She discussed the maintenance and expaibeed in the
retention ponds as well how they could serve feelling grounds for pests. She discussed the faahkfarcement in
Trinity that would be available to check the retemiponds on a regular basis. She also statedvigsa concern
since this area was located in the headwatersedftbharrie River.

With no other discussion, Mayor Andrews calleddanotion.
Motion by Council member Meredith to approve thextdmendments as written, seconded by Council membe
Labonte, and approved by a 5 to 2 vote with Coume#gmbers Bridges and Reddick voting Nay.

ITEM 9. Rezoning request #Z06-01CZ, to rezone property loted at Collett Farm Rd., further
identified as Randolph County tax parcel number$797663725, 6797757381 and
6797653575. Request to rezone property from R34nd RA (Residential) to RM
(Residential Mixed — Conditional Zoning). Propety is owned by Gary Loflin, Colonial
Charter and RIJM Development.

Mayor Andrews turned discussion of this item oweAttorney Wilhoit.

Attorney Wilhoit advised Council and members of thelience that under the changes in the North @ar@eneral
Statutes protest petitions are no longer applicetbext Amendments. When a Protest Petitionlési fin North
Carolina it is required that it be filed 2 normabnking days prior to the hearing and you are nlotwadd to count the
day of the hearing. It appears that there is scomdusion on that issue and the Protest Petitionfiked on
Thursday. That Friday was a legal holiday andStetutes do not allow a legal holiday to count i@ of the
working days. | think there was some confusion &lith the persons filing the petition that leadte petition being
filed late. In light of the fact it appears thaetCity may have been part of an honest error dess$ing when the
Petition should have been filed | am recommendig this Board postpone this hearing and reschetideanother
date.

After a brief discussion between Attorney WilhaitdaCouncil members concerning the wording of theiano
neededCouncil member Brown made a motion that this heagibhe postponed until the next Regular Council
Meeting to allow amopportunity to correct any errors that may have emade by the City of Trinity in reference
to the timeliness of when this should be filed bywing the hearing to another date. The motion wseconded by
Council member Ewings and approved unanimously By@ouncil members present.

Attorney Wilhoit advised members of the audiena thnew Protest Petition must be filed since tte df this
hearing had been postponed and moved to anotter d#torney Wilhoit advised members of the audeetiat the
Protest Petition did not apply to the Text AmendtaerCouncil has already taken action on these dments.
However, they have not acted on this request aidovne up at the next Board Meeting. If thera idesire to have
a Protest Petition for this item there will need®a new Protest Petition filed.

ITEM 10. Rezoning request #Z06-02CZ, to rezone property lated at NC Hwy 62 and Unity St.,
further identified as Randolph County tax parcelnumber 6797222736. Request to rezone
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property from R-40 (Residential) to HC (HighwayCommercial — Conditional Zoning).
Property is owned by Walter Ashe.

Mayor Andrews opened the Public Hearing and callethe City Planner, Mr. Stumb for comments on iti@is.

Mr. Stumb advised those present this was requesidaditional Zoning and that this property wasrently zoned
R-40. The proposed zoning is for Highway Commércidne conditions that were proposed or requesteds
follows:
1. To maintain a 20 foot buffer of existing vegetatamound the western and northern portion of thigprty.
2. No driveway will be allowed along Arden Road.
3. This condition is contingent upon the adjoininggedy owner. If agreeable they will have the dwag
stubbed out to the next adjoining property thatengneviously zoned Highway Commercial. This wilbe
access between the lots by car or by walking.

Mr. Stumb discussed map that illustrated the ctirsarrounding properties and reviewed a list ofahewed uses in
the proposed Highway Commercial Zoning.

There was discussion between Council and Mr. Stoonicerning the type of lighting proposed. Mr. Stuadvised
Council that lighting had not been discussed. ttgested that Council talk to the applicant coniogrthe lighting
when he spoke with them. If the applicant is agbé=then a condition can be added that was sitoilethat was
discussed with both fire departments.

Speaking in Favor of the Request:

Walter Ashe, 4995 Meadowbrook RoadMr. Ashe stated he had proposed this in an eféobring something to our
community such a strip mall or a small restaurhat tvill provide additional tax base for our cityhave discussed
with Mr. Stumb the possibility of installing a deway between the two (2) properties to connect taedutilize the
connectivity to get from one space to the othehaeuit re-entering the street.

Speaking Against the Request:
None

Staff Recommendation:Staff recommends approval of this request withXleenditions listed above. If the lighting
appears an issue it could be addressed with atiauicondition similar to what the fire districdgreed to. Mr.
Stumb discussed the possibility of adding somethirg later date to our Ordinance that specificadlgiressed
lighting. The Planning/Zoning Board voted on tléguest at their March 28, 2006 meeting with a @ to
recommendation with 1 member absent.

Mayor Andrews closed the Public Hearing and opehedequest to Council for discussion and or action

There was a brief discussion between Mr. Ashe aneh€il concerning the addition of a condition tdesth the
lighting to prevent intrusion into the residenti@ighborhood. Mr. Ashe advised Council that thiswot a problem.

With no other discussion, Council member Bridgesiena motion to approve the request with the 3 aigi
conditions as well as the added condition of haligigting so that it does not trespass on the eggidl properties,
seconded by Council member Brown and approved mmarsly by all Council members present.

ITEM 11. Rezoning request #Z06-03, to rezone property locateat Braxton Craven Rd., further
identified as Randolph County tax parcel number 708710649. Request to rezone property
from R-40 (Residential) to HC (Highway Commercial. Property is owned by Walter Ashe.

Mayor Andrews opened the Public Hearing and cdtbedomments from the City Planner, Mr. Stumb.

Mr. Stumb advised Council that this was a simitaguest from the same property owner. The curm@ning for this
request is R-40 and the proposed zoning is HighB@ymercial. Mr. Stumb reviewed the map with zosin§the
surrounding properties and aerial photos of tha.aMr. Stumb advised Council that there was akctieat ran
through the property. Anything that is listed e tPermitted Uses Chart will be allowed if this ingnis approved.
This request is for a straight rezoning to Highvzmmmercial and not a Conditional Use.



Speaking For This Request:

Walter Ashe, 4995 Meadowbrook Road:Mr. Ashe discussed his conversation with Mr. Stumfien he requested
this rezoning at which time Mr. Stumb recommenduesl zoning as the best use for this property. ideussed the
location of surrounding property that was curreattped Commercial as well as the location of theetto his
property and the property that Braxton Elliott usednine dirt. Mr. Ashe advised Council that hi fieis area would
be a good place for a restaurant or strip malbforcommunity to come to. Mr. Ashe discussed theversation held
at the Planning/Zoning Meeting concerning safetyés and traffic. This property is within 120 feétwo (2)
commercial properties (Leach and Wagner and thatyGrill). | would like to see this propertgzoned and help
build a tax basis for our community and give outdrln a place to go as well.

Speaking Against This Request:
None

Staff Recommendation:Mr. Stumb discussed the concerns that came ugdlanning Board Meeting. These
include traffic, especially during specific timefstbe day (school traffic), and the availability sgwer. This property
is located in Phase 4 of the sewer projects withpgietion several years off and will limit some bétuse of the
property. Another concern was the stream thatdatlxd on the property that could affect the devalaqt of this

property.

It was Planning/Zoning and staffs recommendatiat tommercial was not appropriate at this time bseaf the
ability of this to fit in with the general area @sidential properties in this area. Staff andhRilag Board recommend
denial of the Zoning Request. The Planning/Zomoard voted 4 to 3 to deny this request.

Mayor Andrews closed the Public Hearing and turtiésirequest over to Council for discussion anddaiion.

There was discussion between Mr. Ashe and Couaniterning the size of the property and if the priypeerked.
Mr. Ashe advised Council the property consisted.6facres and that it did perk. Council membesswdised their
concerns with the existing traffic flow problemsdesafety for the children at the schools. Mr. Adigeussed his
feelings concerning the 30 minute time period m itorning or afternoon where traffic flow was algemm due to the
schools. Mr. Ashe advised Council that he had kéeevith the Department of Transportation and fothat 3,800
cars that travel this road. He discussed the ata dccident that happened prior to the instaltedif the traffic signal
located at the railroad tracks. He also advisednCil that when you exited his property when logkio the right
you can look .2 miles and if you look to the léfisil ¥4 miles. As far as egress from the propigye is no problem
and this property has plenty of vision.

Council member Labonte discussed his concernsthithiocation of this property being close to 2 sth@nd on the
basis on what the staff and Planning/Zoning Boanekhdecidedecommended that this request be denied at this
time, seconded by Council member Ewings.

After discussion, Council member Labonte restaisdrotion for clarification as follows:

A motion that Council agrees with the Planning/Zamyj Committee that denies this request and that wendt
allow this zoning to be changed. The restated mantivas seconded by Council member Ewings.

Mayor Andrews called for a vote for all that wenefavor of denying this rezoning request and irofasf the above
motion:

Voting in favor to Deny the Reguest Voting in Opposition of the Motion to Deny
Council member Ewings Council member Bridges

Council member Labonte Council member Brown

Council member Meredith Council member Reddick

Council member Talbert
Unfinished Business
None

New Business

ITEM 12. Funding Request — Randolph County Economi®evelopment Corporation

After Mayor Andrews’ opening Manager Bailie advigeéduncil that Ms. Renfro had presented the anregnt of
the RCEDC earlier in the year. | have includegianr Agenda a letter submitted by Ms. Renfro retinggunding
of the RCEDC in the amount of $2,500.00 for fisgadr 2006-2007. This is the same amount as apgioye
Council last year.
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Council member Bridges made a motion to fund the IRQC for the amount of their request of $2,500.00athat
it go with the budget year, seconded by Council nbemTalbert and approved unanimously by all Council
members.

ITEM 13. Award Construction Contract for Darr. Rd. Sewer Project
Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned discussier to Mr. Randy McNeill, Davis Martin, Poweha
Associates.

Mr. McNeill advised Council that the bids for thisoject were received, opened, and the totals atmad! on April
13, 2006. The low bidder was Terry’s Plumbing &lities Inc. with a bid of $1, 179,620.00. Mr. MeMl discussed
the increase of the overall cost of the projectgtinaing rising gasoline prices and demands arlizafions on these
types of construction materials to rebuild postriat damaged areas to the project increases. tBeegh the prices
are considerably higher we believe they are redderiar the work that will be done on this projecid recommend
that you consider awarding the contract to TerBliambing.

Mr. McNeill discussed the overall costs summaryuded for this project. We summarized the consioaccosts as
bid, technical service cost, cost to administergiant by CMR, right of ways, easements, and pitaseare still
being acquired and the increased costs that magdieciated with acquisition of these propertieae 6f these
properties will be the site for the pump statioceltion. | have added some costs to the proje¢hfsrand added 5%
for construction contingency resulting in and ollgreoject budget of 1.54 million dollars. Mr. M&il discussed
potential revenue sources for this project, thgdat being the CDBG Grant in the amount of $75Q@MGand
$33,000.00 from homes that will have taps installed are not eligible for grant assistance. ThHegenerate
approximately $33,000.00 in revenue. The City nexsénd Darr Road from the end of the Department of
Transportation maintenance area to the pump staiien We plan for this to be a purchased righvay and will
make this a city street. We recommend pavingdtnieet. This will allow the city to use approximigt$70,000.00
from Powell Bill funds. This will leave a total sbto the city of approximately $687,000.00 somebich the city
has already expended leaving a total of $550,000.@@ funded by the City.

The deadline date to meet Grant eligibility is MafiZ, 2007. The city must have expended the $08000
awarded for this project by that date or ask foestension. The project has a 7 month completariog that is more
than adequate for project completion.

Council member Talbert asked if the excess monmddvbe taken from the bond revenues. ManageieBailvised
members the city portion for this project wouldthken from Fund Balance. There was further disonssoncerning
the original cost of the project of $750,000 (Gyan$410,000.00 City Funds totaling $1,160,000.00.

After further discussion, Council member Talbert rda a motion award the contract to Terry’s Plumbing,
seconded by Council member Labonte and approvednimausly by all Council members present.

ITEM 14. Deadline To Pay Discount Tap Fees - Phag&Sewer Project

Mayor Andrews opened this item and turned discussi@r to Manager Balilie.

Manager Bailie advised Council the recommendeddiewing deadlines for payment of Phase 2 sewgs.teSetting
the deadlines will allow staff to send out letteesting these specific deadlines.

06/01/2006 undeveloped property
06/01/2007 property with homes

Motion to approve the recommended deadlines by Galumember Meredith, seconded by Council member Bys
and approved unanimously by all Council members geat.

ITEM 15. CLOSED SESSION Pursuant to NCGS 143-318.1(R) (4) to discuss matters relating to the
location or expansion of industries or other busiesses in the area.

Prior to going into Closed Session, Attorney Withasked that the Agenda be amended in order foCityeAttorney

to update Council on pending litigation. The Agameeds to be amended to allow consultation wehCity

Attorney Pursuant to NCGS 143-318.11 (a) (3).
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Mayor Andrews called for a motion to amend the Atgeto include Consultation with the Attorney Purdua
NCGS 143-318.11 (a) (3).

Motion by Council member Meredith to amend the Aglnper Attorney Wilhoit and Pursuant to NCGS 143-
318.11 (a) (3), seconded by Council member Brownd approved unanimously by all Council members pratse

Mayor Andrews called for a motion to go into ClosgessiorPursuant to NCGS 143-318.11 (a) (4) to discussarsatt
relating to the location or expansion of industeesther businesses in the area tndllow consultation with the
City Attorney Pursuant to NCGS 143-318.11 (a) (3).

Motion by Council member Talbert to go into Clos&&ssion, seconded by Council member Brown and apgdo
unanimously by all Council members present.

After discussion during Closed Sessibtgtion by Council member Reddick to return to Op&ession, seconded by
Council member Brown and approved unanimously by @buncil members present.

Business and Closing Comments from Mayor and Courici

Business from Council
Council members commented on the number of letteng had received from citizens in regards to itémas were
pending consideration and Council action.

Business from Mayor
Mayor Andrews advised Council that the City of Tijrwas going to have a Parade for ttfeod July celebration.

Business from City Manager

ltem# 11

Manager Bailie discussed with Attorney Wilhoit gxéor motion concerning Iltem 11 and the originaltimo to deny
the request that had failed. Does this automayica¢an that the rezoning request passed or isianatotion needed
to approve the request? Attorney Wilhoit advisealybt and Council it was his opinion that anothetioroto
approve was needed but that he would researcmétier further and advise Manager Bailie and Mun®i of his
findings so that the applicant could be advisetheffindings.

Trinity at the Crossroads

Manager Bailie discussed the many changes that faeireg Trinity and that the Public Hearings toriiglere
indicative of things to come. The purpose TrimitytheCrossroads is to increase everyone’s awareness gitmouth
and development issues. She advised Council tieabath distributed to Council members pictures flash month’s
slide show as well as other articles that went@beith this.

Joint Meeting

Manager Bailie advised Council there was a Joimd Bevelopment Plan scheduled for Thursday, May2006 for
City Council, Planning/Zoning Board, and the LangvBlopment Committee for the purpose of reviewhey Draft
Plan. The Land Dev. Committee worked on the maheatast meeting and we have copies of the repattyou will
review as well. There will be a city-wide meetioig June 08, 2006 from 7:00 to 9:00 here at tigatlon. The
community will be invited to look at the report apl&in and make their comments. Following that ingednd final
review by the Committee a proposal will be genetdite the Planning/Zoning Board and then to Coufmeiffinal
review and approval.

City Haul

To be held the first 2 weekends of May on Thursdrigay, and Saturday.

May 4-6, 2006

May 11-13, 2006

Thoroughfare Overlay

Manager Bailie asked that Council make correcteammd suggestions to this document that was pasget the
April 11, 2006 Pre-Agenda and return to her so shatcould compile the information and discussctienges at the
May Pre-Agenda.

Budget Amendment

Manager Bailie advised Council that she moved $EDOn March 31 from Governmental Buildings Cap@aillay to
Governmental Buildings Supplies Other. This wasedtw pay for the new flags for City Hall.

Notebooks

There was a brief discussion concerning Councé'siré to continue with the binders and their needfiditional
binders.
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Adjournment
With no other business to discuss, Mayor Andrevileddor a motion to adjourn the April 18, 2006 Ré&g City
Council Meeting at 10:00 p.m.

Motion by Council member Ewings to adjourn the Apfi8, 2006 Regular City Council Meeting, seconded b
Council member Meredith, and approved unanimously &ll Council members present.

These minutes were approved as written by the Trity City Council at their Regularly Scheduled Meetirg on
May 16, 2006 upon motion by Council member Lambethseconded by Council member Bridges and approved
unanimously by all Council members present.

Fran Andrews, Mayor Debbie Hinson, City Clerk

Date Date
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